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27 ^f, 1998 

: 3TT5^it^1^T 4'i4)'1 %> ^ Pf ^Fft^TT ^PflH Pi ^4 

6/2/96'Xr^t^t 4 —1995 A fl*7T Tfr^TT-^T 7 ^ Afw STfafWT, 1975 £fpT7 (^ufor ^ 

T R 9ld*Rt4t yiF'Z ^ fWTFTcft, 1995 gq, 

^r. uP*yi 

1, 1. PiMpiPan yl^Ri ^f'l ^h^r< u i 4 PIT % : 

I. faftfe y iPh«mO (faPl 3TFt y[Pyq>iA ct>$i 7 iqi ii) ^'iqicft j i u ki^ (arnf ^ft 3TK ‘ 3 PFT 

^TTtFTT 7^ aTf^fr^ZT^T PnP 3TPf arn£ ’*ft’ q>t?l ^|i/ j TT) % 3TRIRT HKi 7-nT%TT *b<4 4 % Rrl 1 ^, 

fWi 23 ^ 3rr% A, t¥mft smTtPFRT %. ^ Mfrrr stjPr tjt^t gsrr err i 

II. yifa^ifl % trtpk gRT arfP^Hi tt. 134#rk^^%^ 31 arw, 1995 ^ttt wng^ Pip^n RTdRpRt afre 

14/50/93-^^^/^^^^]^ 27 1995 gRT'^T'qt 3TK^% A Pi^tPRT ajTWqTTTTgft 

Pif^H qft Tpf^fT 3TT^4 % ftTg ar fa^ RT U 6/2/96'^ f^HI^ 31 "rH, 1997 £RT UI^PW TJ^RT 

III. yifa^lfl ^RI R 14/50/93-^ 27 1995 £RT%t ^F9H g^ *ft 3THPT H 

^rm M % ^ ^ ftfv*n w % i 

IV % 9fpTT-?^5arM^w, 1975 ^t arg^ft-i #4 2933.30 ^ ^#3if 3 ttt 

Tpr % ^1 wr ^ pFifn ^ft % BTFim A Tp4f^TT ftMt ^t" ttrWt ^ % ftrg mutt % inm, ^irnOT ^ 

f^. 31 hi 4, 1997 ^1 yqiiPfin W^tPt^ ^iifl I 

V, TTTp^Tft % tll^^iPioh ^RI 31% TlMf pP^pT^Bf ^4^41 ^T%I qif^^l ^Tliafit 

gTTT 3Hn®»4 ^{^1^ ^ A) t$\ 3TTTTnf% 3?fT Pm 6(2) % 3Tg*TK (PiPan Pi 3F5PTC ^ Pfl^PT f^TT T FIT I 

878 GI/98 (1) 
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vi. % ■ni't'iiPw mft 17 m arRi RRntf sri^ ^t ^t % *mi ir»ft mpimRif 3 rh 1 <wikhT mt srcraifttiRft (ftnib 

T j4*r*fl 'aim if riPWi T)Tit^iT urtt oh<*i* 3 ■mqin rr *t) sfti RRf rr mift ifft % mpflfi fipif % Mfirc mR% fimrif it sronumRi^ 
mi Rimf firm rrt i 

Vli. RRtmi Trmfa firwit ifa rrT % i?Rir hrr if 3ni 4) *ft % anmn % *fft rr?w wl % %r %Rft v ririr m* 
7ftRT-^?mRte (iffmHiff) ^ 3pjTfiifamRm mi rt^F ft^t^Rfi-dmK^RiRtffircfh 

viii. Rifamrft ^ fim 7 ( 4 ) % spjrr wifim -nnmift rirt mr% firafireff ml wirotft iNt, fapj fin# *ft 

firafcimt' ■% juRimeft mi mttf rri Riff *tmi 1 

IX. R^fi^fm^ i fi3m%i^iTRRimtfirmi6(2)% 3 r fHKR41 mr^ymT^%Rft^f^i3i^dv% R i «)q i ft i ( i fa m rri 
mfaimF 3T>^^7i% Pwhimf/fiiRfiiisjf mt (Wlfki " r - T RR% ’ftiR smu^tyfl mi up'j'fu^^ftn? ionite ifiiRfiimf ml tfRftRi rr sfa 
rrrtr# mt 17 m Rfir tt^r rir firchrmf/RiRi^mf mt 17 m ij^t >yiRW mt *ft ^sfi mi «ft 1 

X. firm? 6 ( 4 ) % yrpm aiiqiRm t^rrirft^% faq vrr- ft mii -»ft 3 ft % ?kt mtr aRRtw fff mt qm ny-HRi-ti 

»Nt r$ *ft 1 fmRj fii^ft nt sHimnmrit 5 ‘juMi^tfl mt mti rir Rtff m 1 

Xi. mfRmrmRf^mfiimf^^^mf^RiiRmrftRpftRTfttfi^ ^nfiR Mt^R*ft ^iRTRRtRRfftRiij^mT'ftRifamrft 

sri Wfflm fmm rri «n 1 

XU. thrIIciri %. (miiRftmtmiaiH dwmm) mt *ft ritrutw mr^% mt fi"Tjfair ftRRi <i*ii «it ?i*mi Mit armft 

R: o h M, Rfir mt$ iff, mt ttojit **><•) mi mfjifR finm rri rt 1 RnfR mR^t % 31 Ri, 1997 urn rrr «hiu 4 rh% mr srjitv ft m ri, twifir 
rrr mmft it mf£ Rjmrn/foRuft rtrt Riff ^ *ft 1 ; ’ ,. 

XIlr^UlfamKt %Rrft ftflqg HirS-Jf mt 3TR^ fa.RU iftfiam RR^TIlfVmrff 3TRTR VSIRfiflRI RII VTfVmi(l 

^ 6 srmjRT, *f997 mt gRR^ Rfi «ft fisiR^' Rlf^mimRf R«n A. 5<<fftl*II ftt. RqftRir ^tr it I ^RRT^ RRftem yft Rtf^Rf ^ 

3T^itti fam rri *n fin ^ i?tfiammR ^ fiun rh 3ir^ firmi fttfism ^imft 1 ti RifiMf mt RRR?f RRifti ^ fiitt«ft RiftRf 

srt ®ff9n fmRRt RfiiRi i^mR m\ mR^ < 3 u &*i *ift mt^ ^ mt mi m^tR ft>Ri rrt m 1 , 

XIV. RTftimRl ^ ftftiH frfimfi Rll54f SRI tRJR RTWf % 3I | j)H'fl i I. , ^fRI'fl< | i| mt HmWmrft mUH^mRif dHM«lfiFRI 3fk 
fmRt ftn^s Hiiif % PiOy^i % ftm,I[[cii RRT 'HI I 

XV. -JhO"**! PlRHIRIrlt %filRR 16 % -WgRR'JR ftwtiijf Hrr ftil^Rtl JHIRIfRm Roff/anUltTmi R'ftmR ftflRT 

RlftRf rnt %m RRI R«n RR RT RTRI filRRf R 7 filftiyf filW fiRRI RRf % I 

• xvi. mrRRftmrtmf 1 ariha, 1996 ^^ 1 ? Ttmr 30 fipFRT, 1996 urn RftmmfiT%fi?niRfiRf«ft 1 

rt. iilftimimTif SI 11 *q<w (m^ ; 

2 . fipmft wtfiimi % % ftnftiRafl argitR %>5!: 

(I) ^RmHf $v 3S$7R% RTRTRI ^R f^R 1J?R % 3HRRRT%RTRJI RmRT t ItRIRtf 2$03 mWR Rfit#RR 

^3RT^I \ If 

r k ** 

(II) 1995 RTgR-ttfi ifpm wirqmrt %rrrR ifamift Sri^? m^t r^r i mrit ^7 f^mr f^m nm ^ft mi^ 17m 

fRRfR 1945 m l Tffilff WR7ft4 RR mi m fil»RT3RR 3TRRRI mR ^ m»ft t; 

rng fii ''.* ' ” ”’ (aRrftmTwR) 

3#m—fiRFRt, 19*3. - 1' 

■STRRTt—'RT«f, 1994 - 
3T^I— 1994 

^R—fiRRRI, 1994 
Wrft-1995, RT^,-1996; 

artm—ftunmi, 1996 ■“ 

(III) RWRTR# 3TTRRRTfirmrmiit ftl^ HlftlRilO SRI RIPT.iHRHIRI RRT ®tt, RIR mRfilfiRH iR'l HlfMl 
1114 SHHIIml RT^R Rfil Rt. RR ( 39547 RRH Rfil Rt. RR) f^RRlt I 3IR: RfiRR RlfifR 769 3IHft«(ft TOR ^ mnfi 3lfijm TCRR 1114 
RchtIri) «|«1 < Rfil iff. RRirm Rj 1 *! RRT% I 

(iv) fRRfii-^f Pr ir r %. in*i4im anjmtVt rt iftRi^m mit 50 %mRytmi 42 % ( 1995 - 96 ) FtRRitwwwi 

RF 35%-^, ftiw^j mRu||IR*I^H 3IIRI(i[-^ RfRI^^jyR^f fiRIRR 3HRt'| 3fU Rt^RTltR R 7 3HRfVm ' l f?R RRtft RRTR RfT 11 




•1945 ■'• • 
1938 
1732 
1727 

1747—1742 

1607 
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(V) TOlffa *rnm*i ^ qn**H TOT W ft, ^f^iPi, ftt^ocwiq^ "Jit’^PflT ^nM3TT*T *TJTft ft °i[ftn 

TOTmrrft i q i ftwmmt ^^117.1 8 ^irfftfam (1992-93) ft^rz** 76.67 *. -srfftfa m (*#* srcfa) ftmft 1 

( VI) wwk 40080 ’V. 3TRt ftt ^T ^f»T WTHT fa $rfft **nfM ,r i % ®ki«k % I 

fWrwT, 3inn?wf aftraw mflMf ft* ftmu ; 

3, % Mn^ / ftnf n hft ft -ft faftt % ft infaEfft ^ 3pyR Tft fan ft ft* ^ ft fa# ffrqft ^ ire^r 

fa*n % 1 ftr/3j«ror aHft«KiKft % snft h^K fan ft ft* ~&tt\ tNPt ft ftft w?fa fan w % : 

(I) ’Jrmft ftft*rft tniHi-M ^* 57 * 1 filftftn mfffanmn «n 1 stftct ^fchaftmfaft%Pt«*>4 Pfai wift’Hn’niff% 1 

(II) ftH ’SliquO 7 TW*Tft WTtTifaft ft<¥>^f A> 3THRft yftfafaft?Tftr 3TTfcTR^TC WP7?T-fWi u i fatT^THTftfTT ft1 vRiRlfa 

arfaiH % yftsR % %n Mnftn fWmft ft wf m ^hpt *ft "ns fan ^ mff ftm fa "ns hihcti mrs 

ft sni ft ft % fa fa ft -ft ftftfa ft 1 

(III) ftfa-^T ft wft PfRT ^FTT S^ft ftr^TS ftfaftn ft* <?I^H (aft ft ft % faW % fa* TT^T 

wrfari) ^rnR^ft^ftftfti 

(IV) 3TT i ft ft ^ % ftl^l "RTC ft 'ft aft^jfifaR moW ft aftwjyHftn ft ft^pi faft ftHfl % *TT*T 

wf^ft^ 3ft*y^faHftftftftftftHn52i ^Tftftrfani ( 1994 ) ft *^i*i<442 wt (ftapT) jrfftfanL 

ft t I 'ft 

(V) VRtfta ^l^lfl PiHtfll '5TT t ft WTrF3ff ^JT ftwiK ^ ^ ftr^ ifRTT % ftr Pi*ifn(# % «II^IK^m 

ft«iRmf ^>t wttt ftmr 1 1 

^r. yifa<*i{| flui vjiN : 

4 , -qift iaM^ Ti t ; a^jsff^r f^r^ fan ^ ^ ^ ^ft ♦, ^r vx fW w 

% sftr wr ^My*w ^ft^tt w ^ ^r ^rf^Rj^n ^F ^ i ii 1 

^ R*nmi4h iT^l ^uVi TOT 41 ^m qtflij : 

5, <JOliq tf*TT TFT?T ^ ^ 3TftFT PH«b«iT ^ ^U^cfi ^ 11 

6, ftqicfl ^1P(^ fihl^ii«^RT t % 3^*1 *{\<<$\m Pinfni 

^Ri^lRq^l ftr. (-3TFt ^ Tfftfa#FTT W^) ^ f^^TT% ^TIT ^ 1 GKriifo, ^H-fl ^ 31 ^ 1997 TT^ 

^ 3rg^ta f^prm ®rr, 7T«nPr ^ ttrt "niff ^ ®ft i ^r^fV % ’cfapr vk?i ^ ^ ^r 

fr^Wi ftnidl ohT j TPi*hh % Pint^ ^t i^> ^t aryutf t^t t alh: ^r ms fViKf) ^ft % armhr a^rm 

^ I 5^)Rh< ft'licfl arfrfftw %. m q^M TFfhlT % <s<yU<4 ^ ft^TT mTT ^ I 

^ iIT^T: 

7, ’snf^ahld % *TRT 9^>(I) % ^^ll< IWTW % ^ W Pintn^ UVHI^f^^li '^ft «ff I f^tt 'ft 

Am 3lh’'nft ^ ^RT 'Nt I ^T^TF Pi«h*f t f^f> ^?T % 'ft 

% fmFTt % 7TSIT m# TTIRW mff f^TT % I yiR^l<l ^T ^ 'ft Pt«t>4 % ftrWT^T ft ftt ftt ^>T 'HIHM WTffttf 
■pnft^Tft 3^ ^ft vrrft t, ^tfr mProft TisftftT ftft ft" fftw ift f i 

8, ft far PiHffliarf ^ft *tfts ^ mRiMV ftF ^tfts ftr wr ft mff ^pn ^rr ^ttt, HiPi^ift 

ftte f Pr VRT 9 ^F(I) ^ II) % awftt TJJ?*r ^ ft^T ft f^tui WFS ^FT ft^ft "ftft ^ ffttftftlT Pf^TT ^THT S^n 11 ^ Pf 

WHTT ^fftrnfftftVlft Pl^(Rfl ^ft wft I VT^TOft ft ’jft^ff’^Tmft,WRft ftmW-WTn 

«ft i wg, ftHt PrftmFf % arosftW ^th ft wft ^ yilftflhift ft ^nr^rpft ¥kr ft an^ ftt ftt ^ft PmW hfttt % ft 8 mh«i 

TrftrFT ^Ii°hI< I % 3TTVR m PiHf u l WFT Pl^iRn ^ft «ft I 

9. ft <<srl ftl'i 'Ji r i n ii<{) T n j Rr re T % Pi^in^li ft» 3msftbi ®4R ft «acl aftr R^I-^ ft ^RiH^ft ten'll 

^ r stft % wi yif^ohift ft 77FTRT ^7?^r ftrmft Tm: m: Ift^K Pftt ft ^Nnftfr ^rm ft Pmrc fft^r ^rt «u i 


io, ^fip^i^ni ft a^ftt Pi^fci ^Ihci %T^ft%TR^faft >11171 ft an^ ftt ftF%^RRtf %%tt ft i ^HeiT 

r arFTR t tt ri^ln-^tClHn Pi^tRfl "ni ftt* i T R7^ ) ^rs t tftt t rt ft ft» aii-Min ftt T jft a rftf ^rm 
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EPTE &llt TFtft>E E>t E*ft TJEET^TT^Efaft % Rn, i 3R’T r T Tt ^JEd^E % fd^ tfdt q£J3Tf ^ RTE 

^HpdRin ER fEET RET ^ I i^^^hbCC^T ‘SET TFtfeE <^q-n Tt fV-tln^ctflnci E>T Piql<tn E>vif «nq?ji4 % I $ti% 

ElfenTERlf RRT fei RR fetE^RE % EE Tfe 1%EER Rizf RRT T3FSE *ft EFf fen RET $ I wffe, Rlfemft % ElfefiTERlf TOT 
Jllrfjfl ^ 3TTER RT f'Wfl-EftHfl Pl^tRq E>t % I ElftmRt % Rtl ^FTEnft RETF^E % Pl^{q°hT % STOs'Hl*l Eft TTJ?t RflHfl- 

RETEtfet % "3rft rr rt feR fen t, ’3tm ftf> ^feff ere R fen ret et i ot rer ffefe fe fefn-fem Eft etretrtre 
[•W ci-E>1 h n % ^h yt" RETT ret i 

11, ’^f^, tiq£ ^7T% Rutft *ftR ika % ^l^iin^ %ETfE°M<l Eft Rc^tk ft El % wifa^iO ^ ^idE-^dM 

ffefe %f^TR Hidi HiFMi "Pnifftn fenT% i EiftmRt % Hif^^i^ql ski r<rrE ft e$"'S iFmrft Eft ^eft^ retEE ff^n 

Rtitll 3RR ^ RTEOT tjJR ^ftr Pieter e^ho % 'df^q TjlTE % RTCE % EOT e^ ETErfEE> mREnrt Mt^q q^f Eft 

% sftr ^ihm ^JFE Eft ’HiRn _ dll'Hq Piq[q-Ef| | -ifl % "RET pci'll Eft % I RF jd'U PiEfn-EflRq % 74 y Ri^ki E5T widdH ifM^i mfitcfl ^ I 
V. S^frT 3ft? EERRTTRET EfrtftJ 

17. OT feT ft> 7fe[ ^?T i% fe?, T TR 3TRT7T ^ Efe'fel ^ TIETfe 3Trfe? Hini^l 

^ ^ifir -i^f I mV<T 'dtj^l E?t ^RTPeT ^R’l qi<rt ^ RT ERTt 3Tffy^FT Rpn^St ^RTT % n[< u ii*-i* a n^H ^Rjn* 

TTTFn^T^H°^CIf % IEETL eR?H lRifl RT *^4^i 4IR^ "^f % ( ^1 El ^ITTTTT^ '3^ 'TR7T^TPTRl ^TTt °f»)*iql 

t r Rtii^ "^n ^ ^ ^ ^rt ^ ttI f^rRr \ 

^1^ '3RTRf^F ^Ek RHIKl RR^ R> RT-{ Tf^m E>|< U I Riff ^ I 

13* ftfe -cR^fr ^ RRft ^ feW m ^ wr % wf ^ ^arr wn fer i i wffe ^ ^r 

RRRTEff R?I 3i icn m° r»n I R^T T^rff ^ I RTeq^Rt ^ RT f^RR RR% % f^TR ^ R^RR) ¥, ^ "¥ 

RTeR-Hifer #r Em ^ftT-ETfe w ret t) f i ttrjer, $r Enfe rt -^rtr rt wm wn mff fe % ffe 3T^tfer 
^ 'RR Eft IlmfiE ERlt ^ ffeETC fen RET % I 
■ST. E|^-^JEE: 

14. ^ffR ^TRET^f RRRm R ^ ETETEf % RT£E-T^E E>t RERT T-ftRT TJ^ET % TElfe RR Eti W Rfem '3^ 'RtT Rt R^TTE 

f^feT-RRR % ETR fefa-Rffe ^ EEfe % 10 ^ ^feffe % EJER Rife ^fef fefn-Effe RT feTT EE?t ^ Eft 
R^ f I feT 'RRETRt RER^E ^ ^nEKff RT W^ETfetEt ^p?ET Eft R^'^J^E R Rfetfe fe fen RET '$ I 

F 3R^ 

15. ER ?r47 3TT^ Rt Et ET RRR^Et TTHtt fe ^ ^’fe 'JTRTR 3T^ 'R^^MifTR E?t REE RfeREfenET R^nf^E 

i!t f ElfRTR 'R’feT RT Pl u fE T*Ft 'Rft^ 3^ ^it ^t RT tRRR RTHR^tt ETRT^ Eft ^TRER %* ETEE ^ 3TOEE % I 

3tfefe5E^ 

16. TJEfer ETnt RT ft^K ER% % ETR yil^«bld fef^f ET R5% ”Pf :— 

* "^tR TERER^t RERm TJE % RT E^T ^ fREfftE 'BTf^ Et Et EiT RITE ^ fREfn ^TRFE ’PJJE EE=f ' ? pE RT ftiET RET $ ; 

^ Ef^ ^F^RTHERt^tt tHHIKT ER f^TET 'Jlfflf ^ lit ^fj ) 1 1 Eft ETlEf^Ef ^iRr uVR j 

* EfR EfFXRTfetEt RRTRT ER ftET ETTET t Et fe ERETRt 7 T J RT 3 E ^ fe ET^ 3REKTf ^ fe^feR Eft ifeft I 

17. EtR ^TRET^t R 17 RT TT E fpT % 3TRET EFT ^ fREffe 3TT^ Et Et % 3TTETEt RT RTZOT^ft '?]EEi' % ETRTR fet Eft mff 713RT c5H^ 

^npTmnTt I 

18. "OT ETE RT fenr felTRET ET f^T EET RFEt ^ ^EE7 nTRT^ Eft Rl^lR^ Eft R^ ^ ER E^feR Eft fe Efe ^ttlEftfe% 

^ xpjfe fel IREfe % ffe 3TTRTEf E>t Rife Rfe R^E ERRE Eft RETET feR 3TEftl % ffe fetfe Et^feR Eft fe(E feft EfeT 
^ Eft R^ «ft I EiFf EF ^ ^feT-Rlffe ^ Rt E^ft t EFT ^ffe~ETfe ^ EET "5EE7 FTEFt Eft ftfetR Eft mrft 11 ERJRR EF 
P^L^iriV I Eft ^lT?ft % Ife Rffe ^fepr fe ^R^rm 29 % SEERE -feEl^tfeT ’ERETlft WIE % ^TEET EFT ^ feffe ^ ^ft ^ % 

Tfvft wfet RTOTREER'TRETR &K 1 ^ Eftfe Efe 3TfefEET E?t fel^ 12465 fet (ERFFERWRltRR^t) RfERt. ZR 
Eft RT ^ RTfetEt ^JEET ETRtET mR I 

19. ^R^EE ETEf % 31EE*ftE 27 ^JETT^, 1995 Eft ^fejERT TT, 14/50/93-^ Rfe/fe^t RRT sfejfe 3Tftm fennf ^ E^ 
Hftc fefefr I 

20 . TR 3Tfe % fes ^rfe ER^EE drfeTER % 3RJETC EERE^EE^RElfe (ftfen) 3 RMe 'ENlfelE ^ 

RTET Eft '5TTR T ft I 


ifa feE fh, frf^e Rifeifl 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 27th March, 1998 

Subject: Review of Anti-dumping duties concerning imports of Isobutyl Benzene - 
final findings 

6/2/96/ADD.—Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act 1975 as amended in 1995 ana 

the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping Duty 

on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof: 

A P R OC E E D 

1. The Procedure described below has been followed: 

i. The Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as the Authority) received a 
written request from M/s, Vinati Organics Ltd. under Rule 23 to review and 
increase the anti-dumping duty on imports of Isobutyl Benzene (referred to as 
IBB hereinafter) from the People’s Republic of Chinq (referred to as China PR 
or subject country hereinafter). 

ii. The Authority issued a public notice vide Notification no. 6/2/96/ADD dated 
the 31st March, 1997, initiating review of definitive Anti Dumping Duty 
recommended on imports of IBB originating in or exported from China PR vide 
notification no. 14/50/93-TPD/ADD dated 27th July, 1995 and definitive Anti 
Dumping Duties imposed by the Central Government vide notification no 
134/Customs dated 31st Aug., 1995. 

lii. The investigations concluded by the Authority vide Notification no. 14/50/93- 
TPD/ADD dated 27th July, 1995 have been referred to as “the previous 
investigations”. 

iv. The Authority issued a public notice dated 31st March, 1997 published in the 
Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating review of anti dumping duty 
concerning imports of IBB, classified under custom sub-heading 2933.40 of 
Schedule I of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 originating in or exported from 
China PR. 

v. The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to all the known exporters 
and Industry associations (whose details were made available by the 
petitioners In the previous Investigations) and gave them an opportunity to 
make their views known in writing in accordance with Rule 6(2). 

vi. 


The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to all the known importers 
and consumers of IBB in India (whose details were made available by 
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petitioners in the previous investigations) and advised them to make their 
views known in writing within forty days from the date of the letter. 

vii. Request was made to the Central Board of Excise and Customs (CBEC) to 
arrange details of imports of IBB in India during the past three years, 
including the period of review. No information was however, received from 
CBEC 

viii. The Authority sent questionnaire to the known exporters, to elicit relevant 
information, in accordance with the rule 6(4). No exporter, however, filed 
response to the questionnaire. 

ix. The Embassy of China PR in New Delhi was informed about the initiation of 
the review in accordance with rule 6(2) with a request to advise the 
exporters/producers from their country to respond to the questionnaire within 
the prescribed time. A copy of the letter and questionnaire sent to the 
exporters was also sent to the Embassy, alongwith a list of known 
exporters/producers. 

x. A questionnaire was sent to the known importers and/or consumers of IBB in 
India calling for necessary information in accordance with rule 6(4). No 
importer, however, filed response to the questionnaire. 

xi. Information relating to the extent of injury was called from the petitioner, 
which was also received. Information deemed necessary was verified by the 
Authority. 

xii. M/s. Herdillia Chemicals Ltd. (the other producer of IBB) was also informed 
about the initiation of investigations and requested to offer their comments, if 
any. Though the company requested for extension of time upto 31st May, 
1997, no information/comment was received from the company. 

xiii. The Authority provided an opportunity to all interested parties to present their 
views orally before the Authority. The Authority held a hearing on 6th Oct., 
1997, which was attended by the petitioner and M/s. Herdillia Chemicals Ltd. 
The parties attending the hearing were requested to file written submissions 
of the views expressed orally. The parties were advised to collect copies of 
the views expressed by the opposing parties and were requested to offer their 
rebuttals, if any. 

xiv. The Authority made available non-confidential version of the evidence 
presented by various interested parties in the form of a public file, maintained 
and kept open for inspection by an interested party. 

xv. In accordance with rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential facts/basis 
considered for these findings were disclosed to all known interested parties 
and comments received on the same have also been duly considered in the$e 
findings, 
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xvi. Investigation was carried for the period starting from 1st April, 1996 to 30th 
Sept., 1996. 

B VIEWS EXPRESSED BY THE PETITIONER 

2. Vinati Organics Ltd. made the following submissions; 

i. The normal value for the purpose of these investigations can be taken on the 
basis of constructed value and the same comes to US $ 2603 pmt. 

ii. At the time of imposition of anti-dumping duty in July 1995, the CIF export 
price considered by the Authority while recommending the duty was US $ 
1945 pmt, which has steadily eroded as follows: 


Period 


Price (US $ per mtl 


Apr.-Dee., 1993 1945 

Jan,-March, 1994 1938 

April, 1994 1732 

June-Dee., 1994 1727 

Jan.,'1995 - March, 1996 1747-1742 

Apr-Sept., 1996 1607 


iii. Considering the same basis of calculation as was adopted by the Authority in 
the previous investigations, the dumping margin for the investigation period 
comes to US $ 1114 pmt (Rs. 39547 pmt). The dumping margin has, 
therefore, increased substantially from US $ 769 to US $ 1114 pmt. 


iv. Customs duty on IBB has also, alongwith decline in the export price, declined 
from 50% to 42% (1995-96) and is currently 35%, resulting in further decline 
in the landed value of imports and severe price pressure on the domestic 
industry. 


v. Even though the same levels of production have been maintained by the 
domestic Industry, the domestic producers have been prevented from getting 
reasonable profits. Price realisation of the petitioner reduced from Rs. 117.18 
per kg. (1992-93) to Rs. 76.67 per kg. (investigation period). 

vi. The Govt, should impose anti-dumping duty of Rs. 40080 pmt, which 
equivalent to the injury margin. 

C. VIEWS OF EXPORTERS. IMPORTERS AND OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES 

3. None of the exporters/producers from China PR have responded to the 
Authority and offered any comment. The importers and/or consumers have 
expressed their views, and the same are briefly mentioned below; 
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i) The normal value in China was not established even in the previous 
Investigations. Drawing conclusions of sales below cost price is not 
sustainable. 

ii) In the absence of data relating to costs in China PR, cost determination on 
the basis of surrogate country has to be taken. Choosing cost of Indian 
producers for the purpose of surrogate country cost estimation itself will not 
be desirable considering that the matter pertains to the producers of IBB in 
India. 

ill) Reduction in the customs duty is universal and Is equally applicable to 
Propylene and Toluene (the major ra>*/ materials for production of IBB). 

iv) Even the present level of anti-dumping duty on IBB has made Ibuprofen 
industry unviable with the current declining price of Ibuprofen. The DPCO 
price of Ibuprofen has been reduced from Rs. 521 per kg. (1994) to Rs, 442 
(current) per kg. 

v) The Indian IBB producers have been expanding their capacities, which does 
not establish that the producers have suffered depressed market conditions. 

D. EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY 

4. The submissions made by the petitioner, importers, consumers and other 
interested parties have been examined, considered and, wherever 
appropriate, dealt hereinafter in this notification. 

E. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY AND LIKE 
ARTICLES 

5. The final findings notified earlier with regard to the product under 
consideration and like articles remain unchanged. 

6. With regard to domestic industry, the petition has been filed by M/s. Vinati 
Organics Ltd. The Authority Informed the other Indian producer of IBB, M/s. 
Herdiallia Chemicals Ltd. (referred to as Herdiallia hereinafter), about the 
initiation of investigations. Though the company requested for extension of 
time upto 31st May, 1997 no information/comment was received from the 
company. Production of Vinati Organics account for a major proportion of the 
total domestic production of IBB in India during the investigation period and 
therefore, Vinati Organics Ltd. satisfies the definition of domestic industry. 
Vinati Organics has, therefore, been considered as the domestic industry for 
the purpose of the present review. 

F. DUMPING 

7. The Authority sent questionnaire to the known exporters for the purpose of 
determination of normal value in accordance with Section 9A(1)c. However, 
none of the exporters responded to the Authority nor furnished any 
information. The Authority, therefore, holds that none of the exporters from 
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the subject country have co-operated with the Authority as envisaged under 
the Rules. The Authority also holds that the primary responsibility to establish 
normal value of IBB In China PR rests with the exporters/ producers, who 
have failed to co-operate with the Authority. 

8. With regard to the argument that cost of Indian producers cannot be treated 
as the costs in the surrogate country, the Authority notes that normal value 
under Section 9A(1)c(ii) has to be determined in accordance with reference to 
the cost of production in the country of origin. The argument that costs should 
be determined in the surrogate country is not supported by law. The Authority 
in the previous investigations determined cost of production in China PR, 
However, in view of non-co-operation from the Chinese exporters, the 
Authority had determined cost of production on the basis of the best 
information available with regard to the cost of production of IBB in China PR. 

9. In view of the foregoing and in view of non-co-operation from the exporters 
from China PR and no information on record to the contrary, the Authority has 
considered the same level of normal value as was considered in the previous 
investigations. 

10. The petitioner furnished transaction wise details of imports of IBB into India in 
support of its claim of export price. In the previous investigations, the export 
price was determined on the basis of information compiled by the DGCI&S. It 
is, however, found that the import details, which were separately available for 
IBB in the information compiled by DGCI&S at the time of previous 
investigations, are combined with other goods for the investigation period. It 
is, therefore, not feasible to determine export price from the information 
compiled by DGCI&S. Further, the export price claimed by the petitioner has 
also not been refuted by any interested party. The Authority has, therefore, 
determined export price on the basis of information furnished by the 
petitioner. The Authority has considered the same level of price adjustments 
as were carried in the previous investigations in view of non-co-operdtion 
from the exporters from China PR. The export price so arrived has been 
considered as ex-works export price. 

11. Since none of the exporters from the subject country and importers in India 
have responded to the Authority, the Authority has not determined separate 
dumping margins for individual exporters. The Authority has taken into 
account the information furnished by the petitioner, as no other party has 
furnished any factual information with sufficient evidence, for the purpose of 
fair comparison between the normal value and the export price and has 
compared the normal value with the weighted average export price. The 
comparison shows dumping margin of 74 percent of export price. 

G INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK 

12. It would be inappropriate to hold that the imports from the subject country 
would not cause injury to the domestic industry in the light of the economic 
parameters affecting the domestic industry. The improvement in any or all the 

876 I GiVv^a -i 
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economic parameters affecting the domestic industry could be a result of the 
very fact of imposition of anti-dumping duties. The injury to the dorrlestic 
industry would, however, recur in case the product is being sold at dumped 

prices (as the situation is in the instant case) and the imports are entering at 

such prices in India which is significantly lower than the fair selling price of 
the domestic industry. The improvement in the economic parameters affecting 
the domestic industry does not, therefore, warrant removal of anti-dumping 
duty. 

13 The reduction in the sales realisation of the domestic industry has to be seen 
with reference to the reduction in the cost of production. Reduction in the 
sales realisation, per se, does not warrant a need for increase in the anti¬ 
dumping duty. The relevant factors for considering the need for increase in 

the anti-dumping duty are the dumping margin and the extent of injury (also 
referred to as injury margin). These factors have been accordingly considered 
while recommending the level of anti-dumping duty required to be continued 
on the product. 

H LANDED VALUE: 

14. The landed value of imports from China PR has been calculated considering 
the weighted average export price as per the details discussed in para 10 
relating to export price, after adding the prevailing level of customs duty and 
one percent landing and two percent handling charges. The anti dumping duty 
in force on imports from China PR has not been included in the landed values. 

I OTHER ISSUES 

15. The argument that the imposition of anti-dumping duties on IBB has affected 
the price competitiveness of the end product, i.e., Ibuprofen is irrelevant to 
decide the present review and need for continued imposition of anti-dumping 
duty on IBB. 

J FINAL FINDINGS 

16. The Authority concludes, after considering the foregoing, that: 

• IBB originating in or exported from China PR has been exported to India 
below its normal value; 

• the domestic industry would suffer material injury in case the anti-dumping 
duty in force is removed; 

• the injury to the domestic industry would be caused from imports from China 
PR in case the anti-dumping in force is removed. 

17. It is considered appropriate to continue the imposition of anti dumping duty on 
imports of IBB originating in or exported from China PR. 
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18. It was considered whether the duty recommended earlier would be sufficient 
to prevent the injury to the domestic industry. The weighted average landed 
price of the imports, for the purpose, was compared with the fair selling price 
of the domestic industry determined for the period of investigation. Wherever 
the difference is lower than the dumping margin, a duty lower than the 
dumping margin is recommended. Accordingly, it is recommended that anti 
dumping duty of Rs. 12465 (Rs. Twelve Thousand Four Hundred & Sixty Five 
only) per MT be Imposed, from the date of notification to be issued in this 
regard by the Central Government, on all imports of IBB, falling under Chapter 
29 of the Customs Tariff, originating in or exported from China PR. 

19. Subject to above, the final findings notified vide notification no. 14/50/93- 
TPD/ADD dated 27th July, 1995 are unaltered. 

20. An appeal against this order shall lie to the Customs, Excise and Gold 
(Control) Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act supra. 


RATHI VTNAY JHA, Designated Authority 
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